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but the desire of accuracy in his account of the battle and of
Elliott's conduct.

Perry and the Battle of Lake Erie were at the time looked upon
as distinctly the property of Rhode Island, as was the Constitu-
tion of Boston, and any criticism of either was bitterly resented
locally.

The accuracy of Cooper's account of the battle was attacked
in the most venomous and abusive manner in pamphlets and by
certain of the newspapers; among the most violent of the articles
were the criticisms in the Commercial Advertiser written by
William A. Duer. After nearly a year's delay Cooper sued Wil-
liam L. Stone, the owner and editor, for libel. Stone objected to the
trial of the case by an ordinary jury, pointing out that only a
trained lawyer would be competent to review the evidence. Cooper
thereupon proposed that the decision should be rendered by three
arbitrators or referees; and it was so agreed. Samuel Steevens,
Daniel Lord, and Samuel A. Foot were selectedj one by each of
the parties and the third by mutual agreement. The cause was
heard and the arbitrators decided every point in Cooper's favor-
five of the eight questions submitted, unanimously, and the other
three with the dissent of one arbitrator to a minor point in each
case. They also directed Stone to publish the full text of the
decision in Albany, New York, and Washington papers and to
pay the costs of the arbitration.

The decision in effect found that, Cooper's version was accurate
in every particular and that the critic had not faithfully fulfilled
the office of reviewer; that the review was untrue and was not
written in a spirit of impartiality and justice.

It is an interesting fact, and perhaps as well stated here, that
Cooper succeeded in every lawsuit which he brought, except one,
in which the Court held that the statement made by one of the
newspapers sued did not constitute a libel. The verdicts often
seemed small, but the juries and the Court always eventually
held that the plaintiff was justified in bringing the suit. Morally
and legally Cooper was right and his opponents and critics
wrong,